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BDAC Ecosystem Restoration Work Group
Update of Activities

Major Discussion Points from Work Group Meetings

Deve|gp_ mest of the E~syst~m Restoration ProgTam Plan

The CAI,FF~ Bay-Delta Program has developed an Ecosystem Restoration Program Plan
(ERPP) whose goal is to improve and incrc.ase aquatic and terrestrial habitats and
improve ecologic.a] functions in the Bay-Delta to support sustalnablo populations of
div,rse and valuable plant and animal specieg. The foundation of the ERPP is that
restoration of ecological processes (associated with streamflow, stream channeJs,
watersheds and floodplains) will create and maintain habitats essential to species
dependent on the Delta. Thre~ volumes comprise the ERPP describing the visions for the
ecosystzm elements (Volume 1), the visions for the Ecological Zones (Volume IO and the
visions for adaptive management (Volume lI1). The Executive Summary of the ERPP
was retem~ed in April and Volmne I was rclemsed at the end of ffunv. Volmnes lI and HI
arc anticipated to be available in late July. Upon the relemse of Volume [lff. a 45-day
public review period will begin. The BDAC E,~systcm Restoration Work Group has
identified and discussed gevcral issues of impo~nce relevant to the ERPP.

Scientific uncertainty and other issues inhewnt in the ERPP should bc evaluated
through a pe~r review process of the ERPP.

¯ A good adaptive management strategy is essential to the sur.,c.essful
implementation of the ERPP. Th~ Work Group discuss’zd the role of adaptive
management in the ERPP and reviewed the general requirem,nts of a successful
adaptive managmnent plan. The Work Group guggested that assurances are
critical for a successful adaptive managom~at plan.. The Work group will disouss
a.,;suran~es and adaptive management future m~tings.

Develo_nment of lhe Scie~_. title Review Panel for the ERPP

The Work Group ~xprosscd the need for an independent sci~atific panel mviow of tho
~RPP and provided input into a proptysa} for establishing and conducting such a review.
The Work Group discussed th~ process and struc*,ure for a facilitated Scientific Review
Panel, selection critoda for panelists and technical advisors to the Pan~l, soopo of review,
and potential questions to help guide panel discussions. The fo||owing outlines major
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~s~u~s dL~usse~ by [h~ Work Groep,

Process and Structure for a Facilitaled Sdentlfle Review:
o     The process should be open to the public with some type of opportunity for public

comment. The extent to which public comment should be part of the process
varied considerably among Work Group participants. Some participants favored
minimal public comnuznt to a!low the panel to do the work asked of it, while
others wanted significant public comment even if it limited deliberation time
among the panel members.
Them should be interaction between scientists on the Panel and technical advisors
to help the Panel stay focussed on the issues at hand.

¯ There may be a need to continue a Scientific Review Pane! into the future.
however, there was no clear consensus on this.

Timing:
There was considerable discussion regarding the timing of the Scientific Review Panel
relative to the public review period for the ERPP.
¯ Some participants felt that convening the Panel during the public review period of

the ERPP could stimulate interest in the ERPP, encourage public participation,
help reviewers of the ERPP refine comments based on the Panel’s findings, and
occur before ~akeholder viewpoint.~ had been polarized.

¯ Other participants felt that convening the Panel following fire public review Ix:tied
of the ERPP could provide public comments to focus the Panel’s deliberation ,and
give more time for people to review and comment on the ERPP and attend the
Panel workshop.

Selection Criteria of Pandlsts and Technical Advisors to the Pand:
The Work Group provided input on the selection criteria for both the Scientific Review
Panel and the technical advi~ors,. Additionally, Work Group participant.,, provided
nominations of scientists who met the criteria. Discussion at the Work Group focused oft
the following issues:
¯ Di~ussed and ag~v~..xt upon criteria for seleclion of Panelists and tzchnical

advisors. An ideal number of Panelisls is between ten and fifteen.
¯ There was general agreement that to ensure objectivity Panelists should not be

actively involved in the Bay-Delta sy.~ma. The Panel should be comprised of
scientists from outside of the system who have no direct linkage to a research
effort, nor have an "advocacy" role in ~h¢ system.

¯ The Pane1 should be comprised on scientists representing a diversity of disciplines
including landscape ecologists, fisheries/aquatic biologists, physical process
scientists, and terrestrial/wetland ecologists.

¯ Members of the Panel should be "system"-levvl scientists,
¯ There should be broad repre.~ntation of stakeholder interests among the technical

advisors to the Panel. Technical advisors will be utilized in two ways: 1) to assist
in preparing background material deaeribing issues related to ~-aeh question; and
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2) be available to provid, assistaJme during deliberations of the Panel.

Scope of Review and Potential Quegtions Io Guide Panel Discussions:
To frame fl~v scope of the Pancl’s review, the Work Group has provided input on
qu~stion~ to guid~ th~ Panol discussion. Discussion by the Work Group ha~ focus,~d on
the following items:
¯ The s~ope of review of the ERPP will focus on a broad ©valuation of the ~icr~tific

conc~pls and the foundations on which the ERPP is built.
¯ Qu~tions have been forrntflated and briefings will 17r~arvd (o provide

background n~ to understand the sy~em, highlight stakcholdr.� issuvs of
c~nc, ern regarding the system and the ERPP, and to derive information rvquircd by
CALFED to improve the ERPP.

Discu~ion Points for Futur~ Meetimzs~

Continue di~cusslon and pwvidc input on the facilitated Sci¢,ntifiv Review of the
RRPP.
Review subsequent ERPP Volurae~ as they become available in July and August
Parti~ipat~ in Scientific R~view Panal workghop to b~ hdd in Se.p~embvr
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